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Visual function training for developmental dyslexia
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The training effect of visuo-spatial working memory (WM) and visual
attention (VA) related to developmental dyslexia was compared with healthy adults. Although the
performance of the visuo-spatial WM was improved by the visuo-spatial WM training, the performance
of the VA span was not improved by the VA span training. In the electroencephalogram during visual
selective attention task before and after training, the amplitude of the target P200 increased in
the WM group. This result was consistent with previous studies, it seems that the work of early
selective attention in memory was improved. These results suggest the possibility that WM training
is more effective than VA span. WM training also showed some effect for children with weakness in
visuo-spatial function. To implement WM training, it is necessary to consider the limitation.
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